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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-62 are subject to examination. Claims 1-38 have been cancelled. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 04/1 5/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive for the following reasons: 

Applicant's argument: 

"Specifically, Fenton does not teach a header field which includes a reference to 
a specific network element, which was involved in processing the message." 

"As discussed above, Fenton, alone, fails to teach or suggest a header field 
which includes a reference to a specific network element, which was involved in 
processing the message. Further, RFC 822 and Srivastava, alone or in the proposed 
Fenton-RFC822- Srivastava combination, fail to provide this teaching or suggestion. 
The Examiner correctly points out that RFC 822 and Srivastava discuss the inclusion of 
a "return-path." However, a "return-path" does not reference a .specific network element 
as required by independent Claim 39. The return-path of RFC 822, Srivastava, and the 
present disclosure may identify each device on the network through which a message 
as passed, but will not specifically identify any device as a specific network element.., 
involved in processing the message." 

Examiner's response: 

Fenton teaches at para. [0119], "The STD 11 "From:" header is determined by 
the mail user agent, or, in this case, the MMS User Agent. This corresponds to the 
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multimedia message "Sender address", as set by the MMS User Agent or MMS 
Relay/Server ." 

RFC 822 teaches wherein a message contains at least a first header field which 
includes a reference to a specific network element of the first message service provider 
which was involved in processing the message, as recited in Claim 
39 and similarly recited in Claim 49." 

Examiner had pointed out para. [0033] and [0034] of Fenton in order to address 
this claim limitation. 

However, for further supporting the fact that RFC 822 teaches the limitation 
including "return-path" in question, Examiner would like to present the following 
reference, Srivastava et al. (US 6,374,292), stating the teachings of RFC 822. 

Srivastava et al. (US 6,374,292) teaches Col. 6, line 56-col. 7, line 4, "The 
header lines of the message follow the envelope whose format is mandated by RFC 
822. It should be noted that there may be any number of message header lines; the 
message header formed by this collection of header lines is terminated by a single 
blank line after which follows the message body. An Internet mail message starts with 
one or more headers. Each header is composed of a field name followed by a colon 
then a value which can be generated by, for example, the composer of a message or 
the mail client. A transfer unit can also add headers to a message. Each transfer unit 
that accepts a message adds a received header to that message. The last transfer unit 
to accept the message and to actually deliver the message to the message store adds a 
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return-path header. The received and return-path headers provides information that 
enables you to trace the routing path taken by the message if a problem occurs." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 (AIPA) 
and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when 
the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an international application filed before 
November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4. Claims 39-42, 44-52 and 54-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Fenton et al. (hereinafter Fenton) (US 2003/0193967 A1) 

Referring to claim 39, 

Fenton teaches a method for transmission of messages, comprising: 
transmitting a message from a first message service provider to a second 

message service provider (Figs. 1 0 and 1 1 ), and 

evaluating the message at the second message service provider (para. [0099]), 
wherein the message contains at least a first header field which includes a 

reference to a specific network element of the first message service provider which was 

involved in processing the message (para. [0018], [0033], [0034], [0070], [0071], [0099], 

[0117], [0118]). 
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Referring to claim 40, 

Fenton teaches a method in accordance with Claim 39, further comprising 
transmitting the message from the second message service provider to a network 
element outside a service environment with the message containing at least a second 
header field which features a reference to at least one network element of the second 
message service provider which was involved in the processing of the message (para. 
[0018], [0033], [0034], [0070], [0071], [0099], [0117], [0118]). 
Referring to claim 41, 

Fenton teaches a method in accordance with Claim 40, wherein the message, on 
transmission from the second message service provider to the network element outside 
a service environment contains the first header field which features a reference to at 
least one network element of the first message service provider which was involved in 
the processing of the message (para. [0018], [0033], [0034], [0070], [0071], [0099], 
[0117], [0118]). 
Referring to claim 42, 

Fenton teaches a method in accordance with Claim 40, further comprising 
transmitting the message from the network dement outside the service environment 
back via the second message service provider to the first message service provider, 
with the reference(s) set from the fast and/or second header field being resolved in each 
return transmission step (para. [0018], [0033], [0034], [0070], [0071], [0099], [0117], 
[0118]). 

Referring to claim 44, 
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Fenton teaches a method in accordance with Claim 39, wherein 
the transmitted message is evaluated after arrival at the second message service 
provider from a switching node (para. [0018], [0033], [0034], [0070], [0071], [0099], 
[0117], [0118]).. 
Referring to claim 45, 

Fenton teaches a method in accordance with Claim 39, wherein 
the functionality of the message is evident from at least one header field (para. [0018], 
[0033], [0034], [0070], [0071], [0099], [0117], [0118], Tables 19-33). 
Referring to claim 46, 

Fenton teaches a method in accordance with Claim 44, wherein 
the switching node determines, as a function of a header field, to which network 
element in the second message service provider the message will be relayed (para. 
[0018], [0033], [0034], [0070], [0071], [0099], [0117], [0118], Tables 19-33). 
Referring to claim 47, 

Fenton teaches a method in accordance with Claim 41, wherein 
a switching node is embodied as a self-contained network element (Fig. 11, element 
1004 and 1014). 
Referring to claim 48, 

Fenton teaches a method in accordance with Claim 41, wherein a switching node 
is integrated into a relaying means (Fig. 11, element 1004 and 1014). 
Referring to claim 49, 
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Claim 49 is a claim to a system for transmission of messages in accordance with 
the method of claim 39. Therefore claim 49 is rejected for the reasons set forth for 
claim 39. 

Referring to claim 50, 

Claim 50 is a claim to a system for transmission of messages in accordance with 
the method of claim 40. Therefore claim 50 is rejected for the reasons set forth for 
claim 40. 

Referring to claim 51, 

Claim 51 is a claim to a system for transmission of messages in accordance with 
the method of claim 41 . Therefore claim 51 is rejected for the reasons set forth for 
claim 41 . 

Referring to claim 52, 

Claim 52 is a claim to a system for transmission of messages in accordance with 
the method of claim 42. Therefore claim 52 is rejected for the reasons set forth for 
claim 42. 

Referring to claim 54, 

Claim 54 is a claim to a system for transmission of messages in accordance with 
the method of claim 44. Therefore claim 54 is rejected for the reasons set forth for 
claim 44. 

Referring to claim 55, 
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Claim 55 is a claim to a system for transmission of messages in accordance with 
the method of claim 45. Therefore claim 55 is rejected for the reasons set forth for 
claim 45. 

Referring to claim 56, 

Claim 56 is a claim to a system for transmission of messages in accordance with 
the method of claim 46. Therefore claim 56 is rejected for the reasons set forth for 
claim 46. 

Referring to claim 57, 

Claim 57 is a claim to a system for transmission of messages in accordance with 
the method of claim 47. Therefore claim 57 is rejected for the reasons set forth for 
claim 47. 

Referring to claim 59, 

Fenton teaches a system in accordance with Claim 49, wherein the system 
includes a mobile radio terminal (Fig 10, elements 1008, 1006, 1018 and 1016). 
Referring to claim 60, 

Fenton teaches a method in accordance with Claim 39, further including using a 
mobile radio terminal (Fig 10, elements 1008, 1006, 1018 and 1016). 
Referring to claim 61, 

Fenton teaches a system in accordance with Claim 49, wherein the system 
includes a Transceiver (Fig 10, elements 1008, 1006, 1018 and 1016). 
Referring to claim 62, 
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Fenton teaches a method in accordance with Claim 39, further including using a 
Transceiver (Fig 10, elements 1008, 1006, 1018 and 1016). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 43 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being Unpatentable 
over Fenton et al. (hereinafter Fenton) (US 2003/0193967 A1) in view of in view of 
RFC 822. 

Referring to claim 43, 

Keeping in mind the teachings of Fenton in para. [0018], [0033], [0034], [0070], 
[0071], [0099], [0117], [0118], Fenton teaches the practice of RFC 822 in it's system as 
indicated in Figs 10 and 11. ), Fenton specifically fails to indicate the method in 
accordance with Claim 39, wherein the reference further includes a specification of a 
return path. 

RFC 822 already teaches at 

"4.3.1. RETURN-PATH 

This field is added by the final transport system that delivers the message 
to its recipient. The field is intended to contain definitive information about the address 
and route back to the message's originator. 
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Note: The "Reply-To" field is added by the originator and serves to direct replies, 
whereas the "Return-Path" field is used to identify a path back to the originator. 

While the syntax indicates that a route specification is optional, every 
attempt should be made to provide that information in this field." 

Thus, it would have been recognized by one of ordinary skill in the art that 
applying the known technique taught by RFC 882 to the MMS Relay/Servers of Fenton 
would have yielded predicable results and resulted in an improved system, namely, a 
system that would have a T'RETURN PATH field be added by the final transport 
system that delivers the message to its recipient, wherein the field is intended to 
contain definitive information about the address and route back to the message's 
originator. Moreover, RFC 822 compels that "While the syntax indicates that a route 
specification is optional, every attempt should be made to provide that information in 
this field." 

Referring to claim 53, 

Claim 53 is a claim to a system for transmission of messages in accordance with 
the method of claim 43. Therefore claim 53 is rejected for the reasons set forth for 
claim 43. 

Conclusion 

Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
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may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, 
to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the 
claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the Examiner. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ASHOK B. PATEL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3972. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30 am-4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thu Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-6769. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/Ashok B. Patel/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2449 



